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HOUSE BILL NO. 550 HB_SSO .

INTRODUCED BY J. READ

A BILL FOR AN ACT ENTITLED: "AN ACT PROHIBITING THE STATE FROM IMPLEMENTING ANY
FEDERAL GREENHOUSE GAS REGULATORY PROGRAM; AND PROVIDING AN IMMEDIATE
EFFECTIVE DATE." |

WHEREAS, the 10th Amendment to the Constitution of the United States guarantees and
reserves to the states and their people all powers not granted to the federal government and
the guaranty of those powers is a matter of compact between the state and people of
Montana; and

WHEREAS, at the time the Constitution of the United States was ratified in 1788, Article |,
section 8, of the Constitution of the United States was meant and understood not to grant
Congress general police powers or the power to regulate the internal affairs of the states or
their people, and these internal affairs include the regulation of greenhouse gases produced
by biological, mechanical, or chemical processes, including refuse and agricultural
operations; and

WHEREAS, Article |, section 8, of the Constitution of the United States was not meant or
understood to authorize Congress to regulate wholly intrastate manufacturing, and this
intrastate manufacturing includes the regulation of greenhouse gases; and

-~ WHEREAS, Article I, section 8, of the Constitution of the United States was not meant to
authorize Congress to prohibit any aspect of interstate trade except as necessary and proper
to prevent state protectionism and to ensure that interstate trade occurs smoothly and
efficiently among states, and this understanding, as it pertains to the regulation of
greenhouse gases, has never been modified by an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States; and

WHEREAS, the regulation of intrastate commerce, as it pertains to intrastate greenhouse
gas emissions, is excluded from the meaning and understanding of Article |, section 8, of the
Constitution of the United States; and

WHEREAS, Congress has not expressly preempted state regulation of intrastate
manufacturing, commerce, or trade pertaining to the regulation of greenhouse gases; and

WHEREAS, under the 10th Amendment, the people and state of Montana retain their
exclusive power to regulate intrastate commerce as it pertains to greenhouse gas emissions;
and

WHEREAS, the Constitution of the State of Montana declares that the people of this state
have the sole and exclusive right to govern themselves as a free, sovereign, and independent
state and that the people of this state shall exercise and enjoy every power, jurisdiction, and
right pertaining to that right.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF MONTANA:




By ANNE JOLIS

Last week a severe storm froze Dallas under a sheet of ice, just in time to disrupt the plans of the tens of
thousands of (American) football fans descending on the city for the Super Bowl. On the other side of the
globe, Cyclone Yasi slammed northeastern Australia, destroying homes and crops and displacing hundreds of
thousands of people.

Some climate alarmists would have us believe that these storms are yet another baleful consequence of man-
made CO2 emissions. In addition to the latest weather events, they also point to recent cyclones in Burma, last
winter's fatal chills in Nepal and Bangladesh,

Global-warming alarmists insist that economic activity is the
problem, when the available evidence show it to be part of the
solution. We may not be able to do anything about the weather,
extreme or otherwise. But we can make sure we have the
resources to deal with it when it comes.

Miss Jolis is an editorial page writer for The Wall Street Journal
Europe.
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Agrictulture Secretary Tom
Vilsack unveiled a new national
forest management proposal
Thursday that.could replace
rules created in 1982, which
govern most activitieson U:S.
Forest Service property,

Ina conference call from
Washington, D.C:, V lsabk
called the new propos =
i T tuture for-

315 a collaborative and sei-
ace-hased framework ... to
reXore the health and
resilisgce of the national
f Vilsack said. “Ithasa
ctrond em dQasis on protecting
and enhanci? ¥ water and criti-
cal habitats.” -

Environmental gxpups are
still wading through 04~
page document posted
at www.fs.usda.gov/
planningrule, but The Wilde
ness Society gave the proposal
a Bgrade “for developing a 215t
century proposal for anew for-
est planmnd rule,”

“The Forest Service lias
made a tremendous improve-
ment-over the failed policy of
the past decade by improving
protection for supplies of clean

New mﬂenai

drinking water, recreational
access and wildlife habitat,”
said William Meadows, the
society’s president. “The mag-
nificence of our national
forests, however, are too
important to settle for that
grade. The Wilderness Society

~‘and’all of our supporters will be

stayingafter classto give the
agency all the extracredit
assignments it needs to boost
its final grade to an A plus:®
The new management pro- -
posal is being developed under
the National Forest Manage~
ment Act, or NFMA, and would
apply to 193 million acres of:
national forests and grasslands
in 44 states. The new rule goes
further on protecting clean

Forest

continued from 64

access — these plans
were written in a way
that also support these
and eultural and histori-
cal uses,” Vilsack said.
“We'll also seek public
information at the begin-
ning, rather than after we
reach a decision.”
Henoted that they
held 40 meetings around
the country that niore
than 3,000 people par -

ticipated in, and received

26,000 comments prior
to putting the new pro-
posal out to the public for
additional comments.
After the docurnent is
formally published in the
federal register on Feb.
14, the public will have
until May 16 to comment

--onit, Vilsack also plans

on holding a national
publiec roundtable in
Washington on March
10, followed by public
meetings in 12 states,
including in Billings anid
Missoula on March22.
Comments can be sub-

mitted at www.govcom-
ments.com. They canbe
sent viaregular mail to:
Forest Service Planning

- .DEIS, ¢/0 Bear West Co,,

132 E 500 South, Bounti~
ful, UT 84010; or faxed
t0 801-397-1605., Writ-
tenrcomments should
include “plarning ruie”
on the cover sheet ot the
first page. Comments
canrbe viewed online at
www,contentanalysis
group.com/fsrd.

Reporter Eve Byron: 447-
4076 oreve.byron@
helenair.com

plan unveiled

water supplies; requires that all
forest plansinclude a sustain-.
able recreation element; and
for the first time states that
forest plans need to anticipate
potential climate changes.
Representatives of the log-
ging industry are still looking
over the document, but said

“they beleve the forests need to

be managed for multiple uses.

“We look forward to working
with the Forest Service
throughout the rulemaking
process to make sure our
national forests meet the needs
of the American people by pro-
viding 4 sustainable supply of
wood fiber to support forest
products mills and local
econonnies as well as providing
for wildlife, recreation and
otheruses,” said Jan Poling;
general counsel and vice presi-
dent of the American Forest
and Paper Association.

Vilsack said he intends to ;
have the planning rule consider
the “full suite” of uses.

“Outdoor recreation, wilder~
ness protection, grazing.
opportunities, ecosystermn
opportunity that might arise
over time, sustainable recre-*
atlonal opportumtles and

More FOREST, pade 0AL
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JUDGE RULES THAT
LAWSUITS MAY PROCEED

District Judge Joe Hegel re-
rejected arguments by the state
of Montana and Arch Coal Inc,
to dismiss fawsuits brought by
four . environmental groups
challenging Montana's lease of
587 million tons of siate-owned
coal.. Last March the State
Land Board approved the lease
of the Otter Creek coal reserves
near Ashland for $86 million
plus future royalties. Four en-
vironmental groups later sued
claiming the sale should have
been reviewed under the
Montana Environmental Policy
Act. The state and Arch argued
that the review must be done
before mining, not at the leasing
stage. Hegel ruled for the en-
vironmental groups saying that
they had a reasonable claim in
that waiting for a mining appli-
cation would be too late to
protact the constitutional right to
a clean and healthful environ-
ment. The Attorney General’s
office is reviewing Hegel's
ruling. - Even though Attorney
General Steve Bullock voted
against the sale as a member of
the State Land Board, his office
is now charged with defending
that sale because its lack of
environmental = review was
challenged on constitutional
grounds. Piaintiffs in the case
are- " the - Northern - Plains
Resource  Council, Nationai
Wildlife Federation, Sierra Club
and  Montana Environmental
Information Center. The Otter
Creek coal tracts include more
than a half-billion tons of state-
owned coal interspersed with
private parcels that have also
been leased by Arch Coal,

ARCH COAL ACQUIRES
INTEREST IN WEST
COAST TERMINAL

Arch Coal of St. Louis, MO, has
announced the acguisition of a
stake in the Millennium Bulk
Terminals-Longview, LLC, the

owner ~of ~a ~ buik—~ commodity

terminal on the Columbia River
near Longview, WA. Arch paid
$25 million for the interest and has
agreed fo pay “additional con-
siderations” when certain project
milestones are complete. “This
transaction gives us a direct stake
in participating in the growth of
U.S. coal exports off the West
Coast,” said Steven F. Leer, Arch’s
chairman and CEO. “With our
superior operating position in the
Powder River Basin and Western
Bituminous Region, we have the
capability to serve growing coal
demand in Asia, the world's largest
and fastest-growing coal market.
We believe this first project, along
with others in the pipeline, will
provide Arch with more exposure
to the seaborne thermal market
and will further unlock the value
inherent in our western coal
assets.” . Millennium Bulk Ter-
minals, a unit of Australia’s Ambre
Energy, is trying to get necessary
approvals and permits to complete
dredging and other upgrades
needed to handle coal and other
bulk commodity shipments, which
could begin as soon as next year.
County commissioners had voted
to give Millennium a permit to
redevelop the site. The terminal is
on.a former Alcoa aluminum
smelter site. The current plans are
to use existing infrastructure with
some - minor  modifications o
handle loading 5 million tons of
coal per year in addition to other
types of bulk commodities. The
site is served by both the Union

Pacific and Burlington Northern ™)

Railroads, giving Arch the potential
to ship coal from its mines in
Colorado and Utah.  Environ-

mental groups are challenging the
terminal’s permitting, not only for
its impact in Washington, but also
for encouraging mining in Montana
and Wyoming and greenhouse

y

gases in China. They say the
county commissioners  didn't
consider the significance of the
project’s environmental conse-
quences. The Washington state
Shorelines Hearings Board now
has the case.  The state’s
Department of Ecology also filed
to intervene in the “hearing
because the agency could be
asked to approve other permits
for the facility. Montana's
Governor Brian Schweitzer met
with Washington’s govemor and
county comimissioners in support
of the proposed coal terminal.
He supports the project as a way
to boost Montana's coal mining
industry. “This is a fact-finding
mission for me,” he said. He
wants to  learn what coal
companies nead o do to get the
regulatory permission to build the
port. Washington's govermnar
Chris Gregoire said her position
was that she wants to make sure
the ‘proper environmental and
regulatory processes are fol-
lowed. :

MILL CREEK STATION
COMES ON-LINE

NorthWestern = Energy’s  Mill
Creek Generating Station came
on-line the first of January. The
150-megawatt natural gas-fired
power plant is a ‘“regulating
reserve” plant, which means it
can. be brought on-line to
generate power at times of peak
demand. “The Mill Creek Station.
is an important contribution to
providing our customers greater
independence from  regional
market forces,” said Bob Rowe,
CEO. "We have been relying on
out-of-state third-party providers
for regulation service since the
mid 1980's and the resource has
been difficult to obtain and short-
term in nature as regional
providers. keep more of this
resource for their own transmis-
sion balancing needs.” The
plantis one of a few of its kind in
the country because it primarily
will provide regulating reserves,
which means that it provide:s the
reserve capacity necer v {o




Earth’s atmosphere |
needs more carbon dioxide

By Letghior Steward
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Currenty ...

Earth’s Atmospheric CO4 History

Earth’s Atmospheric CO, History
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Many of Earth’s plants evolved when CO . levels were much higher; this may be why they H. Leighton Steward
are responding so well to the increase in 502. Modified after Benner, 2004
Pan Terra, 2004 Lacodix, 1999.
Figure 3

experienced runaway cooling - but not
warming.

Humans are adding CO; vo the atmos-
phere as we turn the fossil fuels, which
nature sequestered in the forms of oil,
natural gas and coal, back into the atmos.
phere from where it ori ginally came. Look
at Figure 3 to see how COg-starved Earth
and its plants are today. Unfortunately,
this benefit of additional CO; to Earth’s
atmosphere’ cannot go on but another
century or two because these fuels will
become depleted, and the residual air
borne CO; will be again sequestered into
limestone rocks, the buried remains of
plants and the shells of life living in the
oceans. Hopefully, technology will figure
out how to return some of this
sequestered  COj back into  Earch’s
atmosphere to sustain the plant life, in
fact all life, on our planet.

Back to the empirical observations and
the physical science thar indicates COy is
NOT a significant driver or cause of ¢cli-
mate change. It is important to identify
what causes, or does NOT cause, the sig-
nificant changes in Earth’s past climates.
The fact that the major cause of climate

change in the last several hundred thou-
sand vears was not COy has been sectled
by detailed analyses of ice cores taken
near the poles, some of which date back
over 600,000 years. These analyses, begin-
ning in 1999 and petformed by sciéntists

from around the world, indicare that the

climate (remperature) changed, eicher
warmer or colder, several hundred years
BEFORE the CO; levels changed. A cause
does not follow an effect (see Figure 4).
This discovery alone changed a lot of sci-
entists” minds abour COz’s influence; or

lack thereof. Many others, already con-
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Earth’s atmosphere needs more carbon dioxide

lce Core Analysis - Antarctica
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This detailed analysis clearly shows the several hundred year lag of CO,’s response to a prior temperature change. A cause does not follow
an effect. It also illustrates that CO» and temperature do not always co-vary and there is no indication of positive feedback.
Concordia (Dome C) Analyses after L.E.Monnin, et al., 2005.

Figuie 4

spicuously commirtred chrough public
statements, writings, or even decades of
teaching, tried ro “ignore” this paradigm
changer and have clung to possible posi-
tive feedbacks that could still give CO5 a
significant role in climate - change.
Feedbacks that effect the climate are both
real and important, and they can be either
positive Or negative.

The important question regarding
COy s limited physical capacity to trap
additional heat because of the logarith-
mic decline in COy’s ability ro trap addi-
tional heat, is whether the small residual
effect in additional warming will cause a
positive or negarive feedback. Figure 5
llustrates the logarithmic limiration in

CO5’s ability to trap additional “heart,

and a look at Figure 4 again shows the
lack of a positive feedback effect once
COy levels did rise. While the human-
made models coming from the IPCC and
from academia project strong positive
feedback, - empirical - evidence - from
Earth’s climare history does not support
this position: The model predictions of
runaway warming are simply not evident
in the paleoclimate records.

The mode] projections play an impor-
tant role in creating the general percep-
tion that a ‘human-made climate catas-
trophe is athand’. Since this fear is driv-
ing legislative proposals that could lead
to- the government commitment’ of
spending of trillions of dollars, which

could result in severe economic impacts,

let’s briefly examine some facts about

modeling:
» Global climace models (GCMs) are cre-

ations of the modeler;

Assuming values within. the possible
range of a specific input is up to the

modeler;

Whar factors are, or are not, included
in the GCMs are up to the modeler or
to the provider of funding (ie. the
IPCC or even today’s federal agencies);

Well-known climate modelers have

recently admirted that the current cli-
mate models have not included some
pertinent climate-changing factors,
some of which they have only recently

recognized!

0 The Treasure State journal 2010
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David Archibald’s chart of the logarithmic decline in CO 5's capacity to trap heat radiated from Earth’s survace is excellent in its simplicity.
Using the 20-year real time research on Earth’s sensitivily to changes in atmospheric CO 5 concentrations (ldsa, 2001), Archibald
calculates only a 0.2 degree Celsius rise in temperature by the time the CO 5 concentiations have reached 620 ppm in the 22nd century.

Modified after 1. David Archilbald, 2007

Figure 5

+ Nearly all modelers have used a sensi-
ovity of Earth to a doubﬁng of COy
that is mulriples higher than calculared
by most climate scientists. East Anglia
University’s former director of the
Climate. Research Unit (CRU); ‘the
besieged Phil Jones, now admits their
and the IPCC’s sensitivity assumprions
wete probably too ligh. In light of the
above-admirted shortcomings ‘in. car-
rent GCMs, why do the modelers and
their funding sources; which-include

the federal government, keep foisting
their catastrophic forecasts on the legis-
lators?
Ist’t it human natare for a modeler to
want to please the funding source, be
It conscious or subconscious, in order
to perpetuare the funding and nort rer-
minate the modeler’s reason for exis-
tence?

Back to empirical evidence that fliesin
the face of the current GCM projections.

Did Earth’s temperature rise perceptibly

from the late 1970 to the mid-1990s?
Based on current data from the NOAA,
NASA and the CRU; I'would agree. Itis
commonly clairmed by the “warmists™and
the media that this warming was
unprecedented and was caused by the
rapid rise in aumospheric CO5. That it
was unprecedented is clearly a lie; consid-
crsome climate history that illuscrates
many warming and cooling rrends’ over
the course of Earth’s long history, and the

state of CO5 change:




Earth’s atmosphere needs more carbon dioxide

‘Blography of H. Lelghton Steward

CHAIRMA\ oF THE I\ION PROF IT
-Planrs;\«@(ﬁ@l.@rs and CO2IsGreen.org -
four . Leighton Steward is also a

t. emvironmentalist, author, and

former evstutve in the energy'induscrj-’. ,

’  has writcen about the nartion’s dis-
g uftlands (“Louisiana’s National
.-global “climate change {“Fi ire,

{ Paradise™, and even nurrinion and: health (“Suoar
5"} withi the lacter series selling over four million  copies

:ana Land and Bmhngton Resources. nghton has been

‘on both repubhcan and democraric pleﬁdenmal
15 to the Soviet Union, Turkey and Pakistan. He cur-
erves on the boards or board of visitors of EQG
rees, the South\ilcsr Research Institute, M.D. Anderson
Center, the Buffalo Bill Historical Cenrer; and is
an” of the Study of Earth and Man ar SMU, He is
o2 past Chairman of the Audubon Narture Instltute and

vard }ns bem pn.sented \uth the API’s Gold Medal
25 Year Club

"rd AAPG’s Public Service. Aw. ard, API’s

% 2 .mecmon Agency’s Award for Environmental Excellence.
“His current interests are the benefits of COZ for the plant'

or causing global climate change.”

—“!ng sixteen Weeks at number one on the New Yo?'k

wan of the US Oil and Gas Auociafion Thé Naruxal‘

Chamnan of rhe Natxonal \K dmds Coalition for ren..

ard. for Dismnouxshuj Service, IPAA’s Cmm) Cochran

mgmshed Leadership Award ‘and the Environmental -

2 d animal kmcfdoms as well as misplaced blame on CO,

Earch has neer exprrrenced “runaway warming”™ W we force
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fer the rest of the world, and add e busden of © ap and Tax
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mxmrihing thar has never APl

1995 1o 2010: No warming despire a steep rise in CO,.

1976 to 1993: Significant warming and a steep rise in CO».

1940s ro 1970s: A cooling trend and an increasing CO5 level,

lecle rise 1o

1910 ro 1940s: A significant warming and very
COs.

1880 to 1910: A cooling trend and low rise in CO5.

.

1860 to 1880: A significant warming and very little rise in
CO,.

1860 was. the beginning of the Industrial” Revolution and

hitmankind’s iaput of a significant amount of CO5.
17100 173

change in CO».

3

0: A huge warming in Europe and per the IPCC no

1710 to 2010: A 300-year warming trend and no change in
CO, (IPCC) during the first 150 vears.

1600 to 1700: The depth of the Little Ice Age (LIA) and, per the
IPCC, no change in CO5. . :

+1,000 A.D.; the Medieval \i"’arm Period (MWP) tothelIA -2

500+ vear cooling trend and per the IPCC.ne change in CO5.

300 A.D.: Includes the Dark Ages to the MWP, a GOO-plus

year warming trend and no change in CO,. (IPCC).

#2300 B.C:
300 A.D:, a 600-year cooling trend and no change in CO;
(IPCCy.

Superimposed on these overall warming and cooling trends

The Roman Climare Optimum (RCO) to around

were the “thirey vear” warming and cooling trends we have wit-

nessed in the last 150 vears. Theyv correlate impressively with.
changes in major current shifts in the Pacific: Ocean. The loniger
overall rrends correlate well with the activity levels within the
sun. The trends do not correlate well ar all wich changes, or lack
thereof, in the atmospheric CO5 content. ' ;

Let’s speculate that the older, flac CO5 levels were wrong for
some reason and actually varied. If they did; the ice core analyses
still show that for the major climare shifis, the CO5 changes fol-
lowand do not cause the climate changes:

Changes in activity levels in the sun do show overall correla-
rion with Earth’s temperatures. Changes in major ocean cur-
rents do correlate with shorter-term cimare changes, and possi-
blv even longer climate-change cycles. ‘

Earth has never experienced “runaway warming”. 1If we force
ourselves to use the currently. uneconomic alrernative energy
sources, reduce oil consumption and mzke energy even cheaper
for the rest of the world, and add the burden of Cap and Tax,
this will be economic suicide: Do you want to bet your furure on

something that has never happened? Not me! 4
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Climate change

- THE TWO-SIDED STORY

By Garrett Lay

. Winner of the 2009 MPA/MBOGC Montana High School Essay Contest

THERE ARE MANY ARGUMENTS ABOUT WHETHER
human-caused (anthropogenic) carbon dioxide is a major con-
tributor to CO; in the atmosphere, or not. The controversy is
so heated that it has polarized the scientific community. With
$0 many recent movies abour global warming, it is hard to
believe anything other than humankind could be the main
contriburor. However, as time goes on, more and more people
are starting to speak out against those theories, and the con-
troversy continues today,

There is much evidence concluding that anthropogenic C Oy
is a major contributor to the total amount of COy in the
atmosphere. In 2007, 2,700 scientists from 130 countries all

agreed that humans cause most, if not all, planetary warming.?

S hrough its subsndnanes G3 Operatlng LLC and Southem Bay:
Operating; LLC, GeoResources inc. owns and eperates produc-
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The report, called “The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change” or the IPCC, stated that facrors like deforestarion,
industrialization, and. pollution caused an excess of warter
vapor, COjy, methane, and nitrous oxide to be emitted into the
atmosphere; all the gasses are trapped near the earth’s surface
and contriburte to the “greenhouse” effect. It also stared that
humans place more CO; in the air than plants could possibly
absorb, and that even if humans stopped all CO, outpur; the
CO, would suill be in the air for many years.

The average temperature has climbed. 1.4 degrees Celsius
since the 1800s, and the last eleven of twelve years have been
some of the warmest since 1850. The IPCC showed projecrions
of the sea level rising anywhere from seven to twenty-three
inches by this century’s end. If the sea level rises only a mere
four inches, it would flood much of Southeast Asia and most
of the South Sea Islands. More than a million species could
face extincrion in the future as a resultof changing ecosystems
and shortages of food.

On the orther side of the spectrum, many scientists srill
believe that anthropogenic CO, is not a major contributor to
the amount of CO; in the atmosphere. According to the
United Srates Department of Energy, only about 14:8 percent
of COy in. the atmosphere, about '11.88 parts per million
(ppm), was caused by humans since 1900. The 68.5 ppm not
caused by humans results primarily from forest fires and vol-
canoes. Contradicrory to earlier beliefs, it is now believed that
if all CO; distribution stopped, the CO; levels in the atmos-
phere would almost instantly drop, causing any temperature
change to go back to normal.* ,

The Nongovernmental International Panel on Climate
Change (NIPCC) recently wrote an 880-page report that main-
ly refutes the 2007 Fourth’ Assessment Report of the UN’s
IPCC repore. It reveals the flaws in the stazement that harmful
global warming is “very likely” to be caused by humans emit-
ting CO, into the atmosphere. A collection of information
called Climate Change Reconsidered, written by Dr. S. Fred Sin ger
and Dr. Craig Idso, challenges the “very likely” statement of the
IPCC. The book is composed of nine chapters containing thou-
sands of peer-reviewed papers and many articles. Dr. Singer, an
armospheric physicist and professor emeritus of science at the
University of Virginia, was quoted as saying,

te fournal 2010




“The NIPCC report is the only docwment that responds comprehen-

sively to the flawed claims of the UN’s document. We demonstrate the -
by

evidence that natuve is the main cause of climate change ~ not buinan

actipities. Consequently, any efforts to control emissions of green-

house gases are not only hugely expensive and ineffective, but com-

Pletely pointless. Carbon dioxide is not an atmospheric pollutant.”

A meteorologist, Dr. 1dso is also founder and chairman of
the Center for the Study of Carbon Dioxide and. Global
Change. He states that the UN claims to have used the best
available science, but they contradict real-world models and
only work in theorerical situations. The NIPCC appendix lists
31,478 American scientists, 9,029 with Ph.D.s, who signed a
petition’ stating:

“There is no convincing scientific evidence that human release of car-

bon dioxide, methane or other greenbouse gases is causing or will, in

the foresecable future, cause catastrophic beating of the Earth’s

atmosphere and the disruption of the Earth’s climate.” .

It is my personal opinion thar anthropogenic CO, is not a
major contriburor to the amount of CO, in the atmosphere.
Even though the IPCC report was accepted in the scientific
community in 2007, new information has recently become
available. When 31,478 scientists concur on the NIPCC report,
it is hard to give much credibility to the IPCC report with only
2,700 scientists agreeing. The IPCC’s report analyzed data
from the early 1800s to the present-day. It is known that a “lic-
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tle ice age” occurred between 1300 and 1850, so naturally the
climate would start warming when the “little ice age” ended.

It is also very short-minded to think that che earth is a con-
stant force. The earth has been changing for thousands of
vears, from hot to cold climates and back. It is a very rash state-
ment to say that humans could péssibly have-such-a dramatic
effect on our climare, short of a nuclear winter. This does not
mean we should nor be conscientious of our actions and our
responsibility towards a healthy environment; rather, it sug-
gests that humans do not have nearly the impact {on our cli-

mate] as we once believed.
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Misrule by the Unelected
ITEM: The Los Angeles Times, in a De-
cember 24 article entitled “Pristine areas
of the West are again preserved,” report-
ed: “Restoring a policy abandoned by
the George W, Bush administration, the
top Interior official on Thursday gave the
agency that manages 245 million acres of
public land the authority to temporarily
protect pristine areas of the West. Interior
Secretary Ken' Salazar, who issued the
order; called it “a new chapter in terms of
how we take care of our Bureay of Land
Management lands. "

Under the “directive,” said the Times,
the “bureau will now compile an inven-
tory of ‘wild lands’ and, as part of its pub-
lic planning process, has the authority to
keep them off-limits to development.”
ITeM: The Washington Post, in a De-

cember 24 article entitled “Whire House
presses for new climate, wilderness pro-
tections,” reported: “The Emvironmental
Protection Agency announced Thursday
that it will regulate greenhouse gas emis-
sions from power plants and oil refiner-
les next year in an attempt to curb global
warming. The move, coming on the sare
day the Interior Department unveiled g
plan to protect a broader swath of the na-
tion’s wilderness, demonsirated that. the
Obama administration is prepared to push
its environmental agenda through regula-
tion where it has failed on Capitol Hill.”
The Post also noted: “Combined with.
an earlier EPA rule targeting cars and 1l
light trucks, the agency is poised 1o regu- ]
late sectors accounting Jor more than 55 ¢
percent of the nation’s 1otal greenhouse p
gas emissions.” 5
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A GLOBAL-WARMING PRIMER

More than just a book about Climategate,
the leaking of e-mails from global-
warming alarmists, Climategate covers the
science, politics, and goals behind global-
warming claims.

by Rebecca Terrell

Climategate: A Veteran Meteorologist Exposes the Global
Warming Scam, by Brian Sussman, Washington, D.C.: World
Net Daily, 2010, 224 pages, hardcover.

www. TheNewAmerican.com

1deons International should obtain rights to this title and

place a copy in every hotel room in the United States: It
, is a veritable bible arming readers with information they
d 10 refute the claims of envnonmentahsts that humans can
rselv influence climate. Americans need to understand this
’D cause devastating public policy is being crafted based
science cooked up by those who stand to make a lot of
t

: \rw AMERICAN 1n -San Francisco will recog-

14 5ussman He is an award-winning science
is1 and hosts a top-rated talk radio pro-
15 more than 20 years’ experience in
ated to refuting the claims of those
thropogenic (human-caused) global

ides of

10
{AGW L

As the title indicates. Sussman’s book tells the story of Climat-
ezate, the incident of November 2009 in which hackers pirated
hundreds of e-mails from a British university. The correspon-
dence revealed that top UN climate scientists from around the
world had for more than a decade been fraudulently reporting
data to favor their alarmist climate agenda.

SCIENCE

However, Sussman’s book does not stop there. In fact, he began
writing it more than two years ago. As he was wrapping up. the
final version, Climategate broke, and he redrafted the entire work,
incorporating important highlights of the scandal along with
background information about the perpetrators. Evidence from
these e-mails significantly reinforces many of the points Sussman
makes in his exposé of fabricated climate science.

For example, he gives a brief explanation of the cyclical nature
of climate, citing the Medieval Warm Period (MWP) when global
temperatures were considerably higher than those of the pres-
ent day, and the subsequent Little Ice Age (I.1A); during which
once-fertile Greenland became buried under ice. He shows how
proof of global climate fluctuations is based on physical evidence
and historical observations. More importantly, he reveals — from
both personal experience and Climategate e-mails — a concerted
media coverup of the truth.

There are many other climate myths that Sussman debunks
n his page-turning book. For example; it is a common media-
inspired misconception that the United States is withering under
its hottest weather in history. Sussman reports on the shockingly
large number of official U.S. weather monitoring stations com-
promised by increasing urbanization in their immediate vicini-
ties. The resuits of these and other setting violations are false
recordings significantly higher than actual surface temperatures.
Additionally, he shows that corrected official temperature records
rank the 1930s.as the hottest decade in the last century and reveal
a net cooling since that time despite increased consumption of
fossil fuels during the same period.

Next, Sussman zeros in on the main object of climate-change
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“Controlling carbon is a bureaucrat’s
dream. If you control carbon, you control

life,” said Dr. Richard Lindzen, a climate
scientist with the Massachusetis Instituie

of Technology, in 2007.

propaganda: carbon dioxide. Hardly a
pollutant, CO; is a vital component of
the Earth’s atmospherc yet makes up only
0.038 percent of it. Of that scant amount,
human activity accounts for 3 percent of
the atmospheric CO,.— or little more
than one thousandth of a percent of the
atmosphere! Even if doubled. the amount
would be infiniresimal.

ECONOMICS AND PUBLIC POLICY
Sussman’s book encompasses more than
science, because his purpose in writing is
not merely to refute crrors. The climate de-
bate would not exist if unscrupulous politi-
cians did not intend to use the concocted
data to enact public policies set to cripple
developed nations’ economies and force
consumers back to archaic levels of ener-
gy consumption. “Controlling carbon is a
bureaucrat’s dream. If you control carbon,
you control life,” said Dr. Richard Lindzen,
a climate scientist with the Massachusetts
Institute of Technology, in 2007.

His.words have already played out in
real life; In December, Ed Hiserodt re-
ported for THE NEW AMERICAN, “Last
January the government of Chad outlawed
charcoal because of its emissions of COs.
This caused a riot in the strects by 'women
whose only method of cooking for their
families was being taken from them to
pacify the environmental éxtremists. Their
plea was, “Kill us now. That is better than
starving to death.”

Sussman warns his readers that eco-fa-
natics have the same thing in mind for the
United States. New technologies with chill-
ingly Orwellian potential are already in use
that-will allow government authorities 10
monitor home appliances and control them
remotely. For example, updated building
codes now mandate the use of Program-
mable Communicating Ther- :
mostats (PCT), which “allow
the utility to change settings
on the thermostat based on

€
N

by Ed Hiserodt

load or other factors.” Mean-
while.. companies such as
GE, Google. Microsoft, and
IBM stand to make fortunes
on the development of such
technology. . Hardly surpris-
ing is Al Gore’s stake in many
of these eco-mercenaries.
Equally damning is Barack
Obama’s interest in the Chica-
g6 Climate Exchange. a commodity market
poised “to become the designated .carbon

trading depot” if the President’s dreams of

carbon-taxing cap-and-trade become reality.

ALMOST PERFECT

There are only two issues Sussman raised
that deserve a more complete explanation.”
They involve his discussion of alternatives
to fossil fuel energy sources. Chapter Nine
is devoted to analyzing the pros and cons
of several, including wind. solar, hydro,
and nuclear. In addressing wind power,
Sussman states, “I'm not denying the va-
lidity of wind power — those turbines re-
ally do'spin outenergy.” He goes-on 10 ex-
plain how unreliable and dangerous wind
wirbines are. which is true. But the energy
they “spin out” is totally unsuitable for
powering an industrial economy and must
always be backed up with some reliable
form of generation that always must be
kept running because wind is intermittent
and can stop avany time.

ast December, as even every clois-
tered monk and Third World in-
habitant probably knows. there
was an International Conference on Cli-
mate Change 1 Copenhagen. attended by

0

government functionaries from around
the world. The pampered delegates, who
evidently weren't worried about their own
carbon footprints. caused a Scandinavia-
wide shortage of black stretch limousines.

The conference actually had verv little
o do with climate change, iznoring al-

Additionally, Sussman devotes only
two pages to nuclear power. Though he
defends it against undeserved alarmism
continuing ad nauseam -since the 1979
Three Mile Island incident, he omits the
vital point that nuclear is the safest; clean-
est, and by far most efficient and readily
available answer to the so-called “energy
crisis” There is nothing wrong with fossil
fuels, but nuclear is unquestionably su-
perior and should be the main source of
power generation in the United States and
around the world. Considering spent fuel
reprocessing potential, current reserves
are sufficient for millennia; which gives.a
completely new twist to the term “renew-
ables” The “energy crisis™is perpetrated
by government policies that shackle nucle-
ar while funneling taxpayer money to inef-
ficient and wasteful wind, solar, and other
misnamed renewable energy sources.

Despite these points, Climategaie de-
serves high praise and is a must-read for
every patriotic American interested in sav-
ing his country from assassins masquer-
ading as eco-do-gooders. Sussman closes
his book with a prayer all shonld willingly
echo: “May God give us the grace to do
what is right”” Amen. B

#The
which is beside the point of this article b none-

- is actually a third issue Sussman discussed.

theless needs correcting, In-Chapter Seven he com-
pares the persecution of AGW deniers 1 the Catho-
lic Church’s tresumicnt of scientists throtighout the
centuries, This is a veéry poor analogy. For example.
Sussman says that the Catholic Church persecured
those who defied the theory of geocentrism — the
belief that the Earth is the center of the universe —
prior to the revelations of Nicolas Copernicus. who
had 10 work in secret for fear of church authori-
ties. On the contrary, Copernicus, a Polish canon of
Frauenburg Cathedral, based his heliocentric find-
ings on a theory originally proposed by Aristarchus
of Samos, « Greek scientist of the third century B.C.
It was the Catholic Church’s reverence for science
that kept the findings of Anistarchus alive and made
them available more than 1,700 years later to Co-
pernicus. whose rescarch provided the basis for the
Gragorian calendar. Moreover, as a devotad church-
man, he neither coutd nor would have conducted his
tescarch without permission from his superiors. To
claim otherwise is to do his memory gicat injustice.

Sussman’s other examples,
including ones on Giordano
Bruno and Galileo, are equally

flawed.

THE NEW AMERICAN » SEPTEMBER 27, 2010

most out-of-hand the prominent news
at the time: the Climategate scandal —
the release of the e-mails indicating top
global-warming scientists were skewing
temperature data and engaged in a smear
campaign against climate-change skeptics.
But the confercnce had much to do with
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Cap & Fade Contradictions?
T have reviewed Delaware’s RGGI [Regional.
Greenhouse Gas Initiative] performance
[Cap and Fade, December 2010). The
10 percent reduction goal has already been
met and will hit 34 percent reduction by
2014. But essentially none of it is because of
RGGI. Power plant closings and the switch
from coal to natural gas (market forces) are
what is achieving the change. Power pro-
duction and jobs are moving out of state to’
non-RGGI states; RGGI is just another tax.
Most of RGGI money is blown on redun-
dant education (propaganda) and wasteful
solar projects that provide little return on
investment.

China increased carbon dioxide by 1.4

_ trillion tons between 2004 and 2008. The

10 percent Delaware RGGI goal would
save 755,000 tons per year. China [carbon
dioxide] increases replace the decade-long
Delaware goal every 68 seconds! Mean-
while, RGGI states’ power prices keep

going up and those states become less
~ competitive. Local action is futile:

—From a Governing.com reader

Outsourcina Is Advantaaeous




his report and reassigned him. He has
since retired, and the Competitive Enter-
prise Institute published his paper, entitled
“Comments on Draft Technical Support
Document for Endangerment Analysis
for greenhouse Gas Emissions Under the
Clean Air Act.” It shows that EPA based
the finding on unsubstantiated data and
unrealistic' assumptions. Carlin says the
agency plays a “pivotal role in the global
green climate contro) conspiracy.”

Mitigating EPA

Legislators are scrambling to shackle
EPA’s Stalinist tactics. “The rules pro-
posed by EPA are a virtual gun to the head

¥

Energy Secretary Steven Ghu, 2 strong cap-and-trade advocate; admitted carbon rationing would
offshore American industries. “A iot of money might flow to developing countries,” he said.

of Congress,” U.S. Representative. Mar-
sha Blackburn (R-Tenn.) said in a press

release. “The EPA is rushing to imple-
ment [cap-and-trade legislation] before it
is passed.”

Blackburn introduced legislation to
prevent CO; and other GHGs from being
classified as air poliutants in the Clean
Air Act. A bill sponsored by her col-

league Earl Pomeroy (D-N.D.) would
prohibit EPA from regulating GHGs al-
together. And H.R. 4753 by Congressman
Nick Rahall (D-W.Va.) would suspend
EPA" authority over stationary souices
for the next two years. All three pieces

of legislation have been sitting stagnant
in the House Committee on Energy and
Commerce for months.

Impatient with similar inactivity on
her resolution to disapprove and nullify
EPA’s endangerment finding; Senalor Lisa

 The U.S. Treasury Department released
@ 2009 analysis of the Waxman-Markey
- bill inﬂicaﬁng that the cost to American
 laxpayers would be approximately $393

hillion per year.

Murkowski (R-Alaska) reached an agree-
ment with Democratic leadership for a
vote in June. It would undoubtedly face
presidential veto if passed by Congress,
but even if successfully enacted into Jaw
- the resolution would only prevent regula-
tions for stationary sources for one year
while doing nothing 1o stop EPA from
regulating automobiles.

Eco-government

The most glaring weakness in each piece
of legislation mentioned above is a blatant
disregard for constitutional constraints.
The author of each bill argues that only
Congress has authority to enact climate-
change policy. On the contrary, the U.S.

Constitution  includes no
enumerated powers related
to climate or energy. For-
mer U.S. Senator and NASA
astronaut Harrison Schmitt
says that both EPA regu-
lations and cap-and-trade
legislation violate the Con-
stitution. At the Heartland
Institute conference, Schmitt
explained that federal authority is limited
to issues of national defense. “Cap and
trade actually jeopardizes national secu-
rity,” he argued. “Tt reduces the energy
supply, weakening the country’s ability to
defend itself.”

What explains this suicidal cap-and-
trade agenda? “Alarmists look on abun-
dant energy as a peril to be controlled.”
said Christopher Horner of the Competi-
tive Enterprise Institute. “It was never
about climate. The environmental agenda
seeks to use the state to create scarcity as
a means to exert the state’s authority over
your lives,” he told Heartland conference
attendees in May.

But the matter extends beyond the fed-

eral level, as domeéstic cap and trade would
merely prime the nation for UN global eco-
government. According to Lord -Christo-
pher Monckton, former Policy Advisor to
British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher,
the climate treaty prepared for Copenha-
gen proposes an international government
composed of an executive board and more
than 300 new bureaucracies “to which the ..
market rules and related dynamics should
be subordinate.” It also calls for a tax on
wealthy nations of two percent of GDP,
and another two-percent tax on all finan-
cial transactions:

This treaty will be the subject of debate
at the next UN Climate Change Confer-
ence in Mexico this fall, and the White
House has already promised its sup-
port whether or not Congress approves,
Monckton warned that Western democ-
racy and its “one leveling constitutional
practice,” the ballot box; are at stake. It
will be up.to. American voters to ‘elect a
Congress this November with the courage
to protect and defend America from all
enemies of her Constitution, both foreign
and domestic. B




